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continued administration of a program 
reasonably designed to assure and 
monitor compliance with the provisions 
of subchapter II of chapter 53 of title 31, 
United States Code, the Bank Secrecy 
Act, and the implementing regulations 
promulgated thereunder by the 
Department of the Treasury at 31 CFR 
part 103. The compliance program shall 
be reduced to writing, approved by the 
board of directors, and noted in the 
minutes. 

* * * * *
3. In §211.24 revise the section 

heading and add new paragraph (j)(1) to 
read as follows:

§ 211.24 Approval of officers of foreign 
banks; procedures for applications; 
standards for approval; representative 
office activities and standards for approval; 
preservation of existing authority; reports 
of crimes and suspected crimes; 
government securities sales practices. 

* * * * *
(j) Procedures for monitoring Bank 

Secrecy Act compliance.
(1) Establishment of Compliance 

Program. Except for a federal branch or 
a federal agency or a state branch that 
is insured by the FDIC, a branch, 
agency, or representative office of a 
foreign bank operating in the United 
States shall, in accordance with the 
provisions of § 208.63 of the Board’s 
Regulation H, 12 CFR 208.63, develop 
and provide for the continued 
administration of a program reasonably 
designed to assure and monitor 
compliance with the provisions of 
subchapter II of chapter 53 of title 31, 
United States Code, the Bank Secrecy 
Act, and the implementing regulations 
promulgated thereunder by the 
Department of the Treasury at 31 CFR 
part 103. The compliance program shall 
be reduced to writing, approved by the 
board of directors, and noted in the 
minutes. 

* * * * *

By order of the Board of Governors of the 
Federal Reserve System, May 23, 2003. 

Jennifer J. Johnson, 
Secretary of the Board.
[FR Doc. 03–13371 Filed 5–29–03; 8:45 am]
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Airworthiness Directives; Univair 
Aircraft Corporation Models Alon A–2 
and A2–A; ERCO 415–C, 415–CD, 415–
D, 415–E, and 415–G; Forney F–1 and 
F–1A; and Mooney M10 Airplanes

AGENCY: Federal Aviation 
Administration, DOT.
ACTION: Notice of proposed rulemaking 
(NPRM). 

SUMMARY: This document proposes to 
supersede Airworthiness Directive (AD) 
94–18–04 R1, which currently applies to 
all Univair Aircraft Corporation 
(Univair) Models Alon A–2 and A2–A; 
ERCO 415–C, 415–CD, 415–D, 415–E, 
and 415–G; Forney F–1 and F–1A; and 
Mooney M10 airplanes. AD 94–18–04 
R1 requires installing inspection 
openings in the outer wing panels, 
inspecting (one-time) the wing outer 
panel structural components for 
corrosion, and repairing any corroded 
wing outer panel structural component. 
Several reports of corrosion in the outer 
wing panels of the affected airplanes 
prompted that AD. Additional reports of 
corrosion on airplanes in compliance 
with AD 94–18–04 R1 have caused the 
Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) 
to propose repetitive inspections. This 
proposed AD would make the 
inspection required in AD 94–18–04 R1 
repetitive. The actions specified by this 
proposed AD are intended to prevent 
wing damage caused by a corroded wing 
outer panel structural component, 
which, if not detected and corrected, 
could progress to the point of structural 
failure.
DATES: The FAA must receive any 
comments on this proposed rule on or 
before July 28, 2003.
ADDRESSES: Submit comments to FAA, 
Central Region, Office of the Regional 
Counsel, Attention: Rules Docket No. 
2002–CE–58–AD, 901 Locust, Room 
506, Kansas City, Missouri 64106. You 
may view any comments at this location 
between 8 a.m. and 4 p.m., Monday 
through Friday, except Federal holidays. 
You may also send comments 
electronically to the following address: 
9–ACE–7–Docket@faa.gov. Comments 
sent electronically must contain 
‘‘Docket No. 2002–CE–58–AD’’ in the 
subject line. If you send comments 
electronically as attached electronic 
files, the files must be formatted in 

Microsoft Word 97 for Windows or 
ASCII text. 

You may get service information that 
applies to this proposed AD from 
Univair Aircraft Corporation, 2500 
Himalaya Road, Aurora, Colorado 
80011, telephone: (303) 375–8882; 
facsimile: (303) 375–8888. You may also 
view this information at the Rules 
Docket at the address above.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Roger Caldwell, Aerospace Engineer, 
FAA, Denver Aircraft Certification 
Office, 26805 East 68th Avenue, Room 
214, Denver, Colorado 80249–6361; 
telephone: (303) 342–1086; facsimile: 
(303) 342–1088.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 

Comments Invited 

How Do I Comment on This Proposed 
AD? 

The FAA invites comments on this 
proposed rule. You may submit 
whatever written data, views, or 
arguments you choose. You need to 
include the proposed rule’s docket 
number and submit your comments to 
the address specified under the caption 
ADDRESSES. We will consider all 
comments received on or before the 
closing date. We may amend this 
proposed rule in light of comments 
received. Factual information that 
supports your ideas and suggestions is 
extremely helpful in evaluating the 
effectiveness of this proposed AD action 
and determining whether we need to 
take additional rulemaking action. 

Are There Any Specific Portions of This 
Proposed AD I Should Pay Attention 
To? 

The FAA specifically invites 
comments on the overall regulatory, 
economic, environmental, and energy 
aspects of this proposed rule that might 
suggest a need to modify the rule. You 
may view all comments we receive 
before and after the closing date of the 
rule in the Rules Docket. We will file a 
report in the Rules Docket that 
summarizes each contact we have with 
the public that concerns the substantive 
parts of this proposed AD. 

How Can I Be Sure FAA Receives My 
Comment? 

If you want FAA to acknowledge the 
receipt of your mailed comments, you 
must include a self-addressed, stamped 
postcard. On the postcard, write 
‘‘Comments to Docket No. 2002–CE–58–
AD.’’ We will date stamp and mail the 
postcard back to you.
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Discussion 

Has FAA Taken Any Action to This 
Point? 

Maintenance inspection procedures 
did not allow for thorough inspection of 
the wing structure on Univair Models 
Alon A–2 and A2–A; ERCO 415–C, 415–
CD, 415–D, 415–E, and 415–G; Forney 
F–1 and F–1A; and Mooney M10 
airplanes. This caused us to issue AD 
94–18–04, Amendment 39–9017 (59 FR 
43727, August 25, 1994) to require 
installing inspection openings in the 
outer wing panels, inspecting (one-time) 
the wing outer panel structure for 
corrosion, and repairing any corrosion 
found. 

After AD 94–18–04 was issued, 
Univair revised Service Bulletin No. 29 
to the Revision B level. Univair Service 
Bulletin No. 29, Revision B, dated 
January 2, 1995, changed the dimension 
of one of the openings to position it 
symmetrically between two ribs; and 
clarified the dimensioning system 
utilized in placement of the inspection 
openings. Univair SB No. 29, Revision 
B, also presented further discussion of 
the service difficulties encountered on 
the referenced subject and clarified the 
intent of the preliminary inspection 
procedure that may be accomplished 
prior to the installation of the inspection 
openings.

This caused us to issue AD 94–18–04 
R1, Amendment 39–9173 (60 FR 62321, 
March 14, 1995). 

What Has Happened Since AD 94–18–
04 R1 To Initiate This Proposed Action? 

The FAA has received additional 
reports of corrosion damage in the wing 
outer panel structural components 
continuing to go undetected. Univair 
has revised Service Bulletin No. 29 to 
the Revision C level, dated July 8, 1999. 
This revision changes the one-time 
inspection of the wing outer panel 
structural components for corrosion to a 
repetitive inspection. 

The FAA’s Determination and an 
Explanation of the Provisions of This 
Proposed AD 

What Has FAA Decided? 

After examining the circumstances 
and reviewing all available information 
related to the incidents described above, 
we have determined that:

—The unsafe condition referenced in 
this document exists or could develop 
on other Univair Models Alon A–2 
and A2–A; ERCO 415–C, 415–CD, 
415–D, 415–E, and 415–G; Forney F–
1 and F–1A, and Mooney M10 
airplanes of the same type design; 

—The inspection specified in the 
previously-referenced service 
information and AD 94–18–04 R1 
should be made repetitive on the 
affected airplanes; and 

—AD action should be taken in order to 
correct this unsafe condition. 

What Would This Proposed AD Require? 

This proposed AD would supersede 
AD 94–18–04 R1 with a new AD that 
would retain the actions required in AD 
94–18–04 R1 and make the one-time 
inspection of the wing outer panel 
structural components for corrosion a 
repetitive inspection. 

How Does the Revision to 14 CFR Part 
39 Affect This Proposed AD? 

On July 10, 2002, FAA published a 
new version of 14 CFR part 39 (67 FR 
47997, July 22, 2002), which governs 
FAA’s AD system. This regulation now 
includes material that relates to special 
flight permits, alternative methods of 
compliance, and altered products. This 
material previously was included in 
each individual AD. Since this material 
is included in 14 CFR part 39, we will 
not include it in future AD actions. 

Cost Impact 

How Many Airplanes Would This 
Proposed AD Impact? 

We estimate that this proposed AD 
affects 2,600 airplanes in the U.S. 
registry. 

What Would Be the Cost Impact of This 
Proposed AD on Owners/Operators of 
the Affected Airplanes? 

We estimate the following costs to 
accomplish this proposed installation of 
the inspection openings:

Labor cost Parts cost 

Total
cost
per

airplane 

6 workhours × $60 per hour = $360 ................................................................................................................................ $67 $427 

We estimate the following costs to 
accomplish the proposed inspection:

Labor cost Parts cost 
Total

cost per
airplane 

Total cost on U.S. 
operators 

2 workhours × $60 per hour = $120 ....................................... Not applicable ........................................ $120 $120 × 2,600 = 
$312,000 

The FAA has no method of 
determining the number of repetitive 
inspections each owner/operator would 
incur over the life of each of the affected 
airplanes so the cost impact is based on 
the initial inspection. 

The FAA has no method of 
determining the number of repairs or 
replacements each owner/operator 
would incur over the life of each of the 
affected airplanes based on the results of 
the proposed inspections. We have no 

way of determining the number of 
airplanes that may need such repair. 
The extent of damage may vary on each 
airplane. 

Compliance Time of This Proposed AD 

What Would Be the Compliance Time of 
This Proposed AD? 

The compliance time of this proposed 
AD is ‘‘within the next 12 calendar 

months after the effective date of this 
AD.’’ 

Why Is the Proposed Compliance Time 
Presented in Calendar Time Instead of 
Hours Time-in-Service (TIS)? 

The unsafe condition specified by this 
proposed AD is caused by corrosion. 
Corrosion can occur regardless of 
whether the airplane is in operation or 
is in storage. Therefore, to assure that 
the unsafe condition specified in this 
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proposed AD does not go undetected for 
a long period of time, the compliance is 
presented in calendar time instead of 
hours TIS. 

Regulatory Impact 

Would This Proposed AD Impact 
Various Entities? 

The regulations proposed herein 
would not have a substantial direct 
effect on the States, on the relationship 
between the national government and 
the States, or on the distribution of 
power and responsibilities among the 
various levels of government. Therefore, 
it is determined that this proposed rule 
would not have federalism implications 
under Executive Order 13132. 

Would This Proposed AD Involve a 
Significant Rule or Regulatory Action? 

For the reasons discussed above, I 
certify that this proposed action (1) is 
not a ‘‘significant regulatory action’’ 
under Executive Order 12866; (2) is not 
a ‘‘significant rule’’ under DOT 
Regulatory Policies and Procedures (44 
FR 11034, February 26, 1979); and (3) if 
promulgated, will not have a significant 
economic impact, positive or negative, 

on a substantial number of small entities 
under the criteria of the Regulatory 
Flexibility Act. A copy of the draft 
regulatory evaluation prepared for this 
action has been placed in the Rules 
Docket. A copy of it may be obtained by 
contacting the Rules Docket at the 
location provided under the caption 
ADDRESSES.

List of Subjects in 14 CFR Part 39 
Air transportation, Aircraft, Aviation 

safety, Safety.

The Proposed Amendment 
Accordingly, under the authority 

delegated to me by the Administrator, 
the Federal Aviation Administration 
proposes to amend part 39 of the 
Federal Aviation Regulations (14 CFR 
part 39) as follows:

PART 39—AIRWORTHINESS 
DIRECTIVES 

1. The authority citation for part 39 
continues to read as follows:

Authority: 49 U.S.C. 106(g), 40113, 44701.

§ 39.13 [Amended] 
2. FAA amends § 39.13 by removing 

Airworthiness Directive (AD) 94–18–04 

R1, Amendment 39–9173 (60 FR 62321, 
March 14, 1995), and by adding a new 
AD to read as follows:
Univair Aircraft Corporation: Docket No. 

2002–CE–58–AD; Supersedes AD 94–18–
04 R1, Amendment 39–9173.

(a) What airplanes are affected by this AD? 
This AD affects the following airplane 
models and serial numbers that are 
certificated in any category:

Models Serial
No. 

Alon A–2 and A2–A ......................... All. 
ERCO 415–C, 415–CD, 415–D, 

415–E, and 415–G.
All. 

Forney F–1 and F–1A ...................... All. 
Mooney M10 .................................... All. 

(b) Who must comply with this AD? 
Anyone who wishes to operate any of the 
airplanes identified in paragraph (a) of this 
AD must comply with this AD. 

(c) What problem does this AD address? 
The actions specified by this AD are intended 
to prevent wing damage caused by a corroded 
wing outer panel structural component, 
which, if not detected and corrected, could 
progress to the point of structural failure. 

(d) What actions must I accomplish to 
address this problem? To address this 
problem, you must accomplish the following:

Actions Compliance Procedures 

(1) Install inspection openings in the outer wing 
panels and inspect the wing outer panel in-
ternal structural components for corrosion 
and unrepaired corrosion damage.

Within the next 12 calendar months after 
March 24, 1995 (the effective date of AD 
94–18–04 R1), unless already accom-
plished.

In accordance with Univair Service Bulletin 
No. 29, Revision B, dated January 2, 1995, 
or Univair Service Bulletin No. 29, Revision 
C, dated July 8, 1999, and Advisory Cir-
cular 43–4A, Corrosion Control for Aircraft. 

(2) If corrosion or corrosion damage is found 
during the inspection required in paragraph 
(d)(1) of this AD, repair or replace compo-
nents of the wing outer panel structure.

Repair or replace prior to further flight after 
the inspection required in paragraph (d)(1) 
of this AD.

In accordance with Univair Aircraft Corpora-
tion Service Bulletin No. 29, Revision B, 
dated January 2, 1995, or Univair Service 
Bulletin No. 29, Revision C, dated July 8, 
1999, the applicable maintenance manual, 
and Advisory Circular 43–4A, Corrosion 
Control for Aircraft. 

(3) Repetitively inspect the wing outer panel in-
ternal structural components for corrosion 
and unrepaired corrosion damage.

Initially inspect within the next 6 calendar 
months after the effective date of this AD 
unless the wing outer panel internal struc-
ture had been inspected for corrosion within 
the previous 6 calendar months imme-
diately prior to the effective date of this AD. 
Repetitively inspect thereafter at intervals 
not to exceed 12 months after the last in-
spection.

In accordance with Univair Aircraft Corpora-
tion Service Bulletin No. 29, Revision C, 
dated July 8, 1999, and Advisory Circular 
43–4A, Corrosion Control for Aircraft. 

(4) At any time corrosion or corrosion damage 
is found, repair or replace components of the 
wing outer panel structure.

Repair or replace prior to further flight after 
the inspection in which the corrosion or cor-
rosion damage is found. Continue with the 
repetitive inspection requirements of this 
AD.

In accordance with Univair Aircraft Corpora-
tion Service Bulletin No. 29, Revision B, 
dated January 2, 1995, or Univair Service 
Bulletin No. 29, Revision C, dated July 8, 
1999, and Advisory Circular 43–4A, Corro-
sion Control for Aircraft. 

Note 1: The compliance times specified in 
Univair Aircraft Corporation Service Bulletin 
No. 29, Revision B, dated January 2, 1995, or 
Univair Service Bulletin No. 29, Revision C, 
dated July 8, 1999, are different from those 
required by this AD. The compliance times 
in this AD take precedence over those in the 
service bulletin.

(e) Can I comply with this AD in any other 
way? 

(1) To use an alternative method of 
compliance or adjust the compliance time, 
follow the procedures in 14 CFR 39.13. Send 
these requests to the Manager, Denver 
Aircraft Certification Office (ACO). For 
information on any already approved 
alternative methods of compliance, contact 

Roger Caldwell, Aerospace Engineer, FAA, 
Denver Aircraft Certification Office, 26805 
East 68th Avenue, Room 214, Denver, 
Colorado 80249–6361; telephone: (303) 342–
1086; facsimile: (303) 342–1088. 

(2) Alternative methods of compliance 
approved for the inspection required in AD 
94–18–04 R1, which is superseded by this 
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AD, are approved as alternative methods of 
compliance with this AD. 

(f) How do I get copies of the documents 
referenced in this AD? You may get copies of 
the documents referenced in this AD from 
Univair Aircraft Corporation, 2500 Himalaya 
Road, Aurora, Colorado 80011, telephone: 
(303) 375–8882; facsimile: (303) 375–8888. 
You may view these documents at FAA, 
Central Region, Office of the Regional 
Counsel, 901 Locust, Room 506, Kansas City, 
Missouri 64106. 

(g) Does this AD action affect any existing 
AD actions? This amendment supersedes AD 
94–18–04 R1, Amendment 39–9173.

Issued in Kansas City, Missouri, on May 
23, 2003. 
Michael Gallagher, 
Manager, Small Airplane Directorate, Aircraft 
Certification Service.
[FR Doc. 03–13511 Filed 5–29–03; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4910–13–P

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Federal Aviation Administration 

14 CFR Part 73 

[Docket No. 2002–FAA–14912; Airspace 
Docket No. 03–AWP–4] 

RIN 2120–AA66 

Proposed Amendment of Restricted 
Area R–2301E Ajo East, AZ; and R–
2304, and 2305 Gila Bend, AZ

AGENCY: Federal Aviation 
Administration (FAA), DOT.
ACTION: Notice of proposed rulemaking.

SUMMARY: This action proposes to 
amend the designated time of use for 
Restricted Area 2301E Ajo East, AZ, (R–
2301E); and R–2304 and R–2305, Gila 
Bend, AZ. Increased training 
requirements at Luke Air Force Base 
(AFB) have resulted in a continued need 
for restricted airspace usage up to 2400 
hours in these areas. This proposed 
modification of time of use would not 
change the current boundaries or 
activities conducted in the airspace 
areas.
DATES: Comments must be received on 
or before July 14, 2003.
ADDRESSES: Send comments on this 
proposal to the Docket Management 
System, U.S. Department of 
Transportation, Room Plaza 401, 400 
Seventh Street, SW., Washington, DC 
20590–0001. You must identify ‘‘FAA 
Docket No. FAA–2002–14912 and 
Airspace Docket No. 03–AWP–4’’ at the 
beginning of your comments. You may 
also submit comments through the 
Internet at http://dms.dot.gov.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Ken 
McElroy, Airspace and Rules Division, 

ATA–400, Office of Air Traffic Airspace 
Management, Federal Aviation 
Administration, 800 Independence 
Avenue, SW., Washington, DC 20591; 
telephone: (202) 267–8783.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 

Comments Invited 
Interested parties are invited to 

participate in this proposed rulemaking 
by submitting such written data, views, 
or arguments as they may desire. 
Comments that provide the factual basis 
supporting the views and suggestions 
presented are particularly helpful in 
developing reasoned regulatory 
decisions on the proposal. Comments 
are specifically invited on the overall 
regulatory, aeronautical, economic, 
environmental, and energy-related 
aspects of the proposal. 
Communications should identify both 
docket numbers and be submitted in 
triplicate to the address listed above. 

Commenters wishing the FAA to 
acknowledge receipt of their comments 
on this action must submit with those 
comments a self-addressed, stamped 
postcard on which the following 
statement is made: ‘‘Comments to 
Docket No. FAA–2002–14912 and 
Airspace Docket No. 03–AWP–4.’’ The 
postcard will be date/time stamped and 
returned to the commenter. All 
communications received on or before 
the specified closing date for comments 
will be considered before taking action 
on the proposed rule. The proposal 
contained in this action may be changed 
in light of comments received. 

All comments submitted will be 
available for examination in the public 
docket both before and after the closing 
date for comments. A report 
summarizing each substantive public 
contact with FAA personnel concerned 
with this rulemaking will be filed in the 
docket.

Availability of NPRM’s 
An electronic copy of this document 

may be downloaded through the 
Internet at http://dms.dot.gov. Recently 
published rulemaking documents can 
also be accessed through the FAA’s Web 
page at http://www.faa.gov or the 
Federal Register’s Web page at http://
www.access.gpo.gov/nara. 

You may review the public docket 
containing the proposal; any comments 
received; and any final disposition in 
person in the Dockets Office (see 
address above) between 9 a.m. and 5 
p.m., Monday through Friday, except 
Federal holidays. An informal docket 
may also be examined during normal 
business hours at the office of the 
Regional Air Traffic Division, Federal 
Aviation Administration, 15000 

Aviation Boulevard, Lawndale, CA 
90261. 

Additionally, any person may obtain 
a copy of this action by submitting a 
request to the Federal Aviation 
Administration, Office of Air Traffic 
Airspace Management, ATA–400, 800 
Independence Avenue, SW., 
Washington, DC 20591, or by calling 
(202) 267–8783. Communications must 
identify both docket numbers for this 
action. Persons interested in being 
placed on a mailing list for future 
NPRM’s should call the FAA’s Office of 
Rulemaking, (202) 267–9677, for a copy 
of Advisory Circular No. 11–2A, Notice 
of Proposed Rulemaking Distribution 
System, which describes the application 
procedure. 

History 
Restricted airspace areas in the 

vicinity of Luke AFB, AZ, date back to 
the 1960’s. The current designated time 
of use for these restricted areas was 
based on past use. An FAA review of 
airspace requirements for Luke AFB in 
January of this year showed the 
operating hours of the restricted areas 
were being routinely extended by the 
issuance of a Notice to Airmen 
(NOTAM). As a result of the review, the 
United States Air Force (USAF) 
requested that the FAA take action to 
change the time of use for these areas to 
support increased training requirements 
necessitating a regular need for 
restricted airspace availability until 
2400 hours. 

The Proposal 
Based on the review and the USAF 

request, the FAA is proposing an 
amendment to Title 14 Code of Federal 
Regulations (14 CFR) part 73 (part 73) to 
amend the designated time of use for R–
2301, R–2304, and R–2305. Specifically, 
this action proposes to change the 
designated time of use for R–2301E from 
‘‘Monday-Friday, 0630–2230 local time; 
other times by NOTAM,’’ to ‘‘Daily, 
0630 to 2400 local time; other times by 
NOTAM;’’ R–2304 from ‘‘0700–2200 
local time; other times by NOTAM,’’ to 
‘‘Monday-Saturday, 0630–2400 local 
time; other times by NOTAM;’’ and R–
2305 from ‘‘0700–2300 local time; other 
times by NOTAM,’’ to ‘‘Monday-
Saturday, 0630–2400 local time; other 
times by NOTAM.’’ Increased training 
requirements at Luke AFB have resulted 
in a continued need for restricted 
airspace availability until 2400 hours. 
This proposed modification would not 
change the current boundaries or 
activities conducted in the airspace 
area. 

Section 73.48 of part 73 of the Federal 
Aviation Regulations was republished 
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